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the assumption that it was not its business, but that of the parties
to decide what was to happen to it, and that it is possible for
a coalition cabinet to go on governing after dissolution of the
coalition without the rebels withdrawing their members. The
parties were in no hurry; no one knew what arrangements might
yet be made; the ministry was quite content to go existing and
functioning in its vacuum. It washed its hands of the whole affair
and declined to give a lead.
The duty of the coalition government to the electorate is not
always understood in these days when the press at the service
of pseudo-political interests can independently place an issue
before the people. An election, whether the result of a govern-
ment act of dissolution or of the expiry of the time limit of the
parliament, is always an appeal to the nation on the record of
the government. That ultimately is what is meant by the govern-
ment deciding the issue of the election. Under a system of alter-
native coalitions the system is the same; under a system of ad hoc
coalitions it becomes the duty of the government definitely to
place the issue of the coalition before the nation. This was not
unfamiliar to Germany; Marx himself had done so in 1924.
The duty of the ministry was either to carry on minus the rebel
party or face the country as a new coalition; in any case it was
the duty of the ministry to see that there was a coalition issue
placed before the nation. Actually all it did was to acquiesce;
if it had wanted to say anything, which it did not, it would have
said only something to this effect: the party leaders have quar-
relled, a happening with which we had nothing to do; the coalition
is dissolved; it is impossible for it to be patched up again; it is
not our province to do anything in the matter; do you please
now vote on any issue you wish for any party you wish; when
your votes are counted an effort will be made by somebody to
scrape together another sort of coalition to carry on the govern-
ment; of its composition we have no notion nor have your party
leaders. That is sheer negation, but it is not an unfair representa-
tion of the case.
Of the momentous bill which had wrecked the coalition little
more was heard; all that remained of it was the personal and

